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wear -> t , 2.1'joiu:U3» 


'i'liia is in rusiJonsQ to your letter anted octobar 3 , which &;ys it is in r-ply to 
zy i,;ttar of niirust 30 , 1972 . 


Ofiu hoped ti^t at sotie point wa sij;i;it j^ast your writing of deceptive, tsiesleadiiag 
self-serving and incomplete letters clearly intended for theuakirig of a false record and 
requiring of ae long and detailed rospoiisss to prevent the Lmkin«: 01 a co37rupted record. 
Apparently yoa aiui tiiosc wlio draft your letters intend to continue a policy of political 
control over public ini'oraatioa theai to be selectively released for proi)U4iandi»tic rather 
than acholjxrly purposes. I'ais i;v the policy sin abcKuiant record stows to bo the reaiity. 

It has been p.^rsuad with such intensity that 'the deliberate deceivtrig of tlii; federal courts 
has been en intended and aoconpliah purpose, 

..s you realise, I sust appeal tiAs frivolity. You also know tint prior to ansveiing 
30 such l«ntei*s are routed tto'ough the ofiice of gmeml couns.fL, as accidents by 
your staff iiave disclosed to ae, ^uid you must know tiiat in tine these aattere will cone to 
tto daaica oi nr, Vawtsr atui ur, <Johiisoii. tir. Vavter too discloacd to mo absolutely no 
iOiOwleugo of your regulations or the law, so ho autocaticaliy beconss the captive of those 
in doii and ArclAvos wto write such deceptions, tliat wMch is bofort! IAk when he laakes 
decisions assignea to hia but for wlAoh to ia not adequately prepared, a situatiisn tiiat 
I believe in itself eat<ublishes intent to friistrate th^ workings of the law. ^’^r. Vawter 
has actually begged as to olui:ter the courts with unnecessary lawsuits ratiisr thaxi tove 
tnese things cone to bin ia the regular corn's® of his auiAgned duties. So, if you persist 
in coateffipt lor tnc law, your regulations anu wiiat by nt>st is a rather inpressive number 
of court decisions and rulings by other agosioies, p-^rhapB an appoifL to you on behalf of 
poor -ir. Vawter nnjr inspir& you to aoro fidelity to fact and couplotc fact ttum your 
letter can poaaibly inuicate to iiin or iir, "onnson* who is ouppootsu. to review .^r, Va«tor*s 
decisions autosaticaily, whether or not to does. 


if you do not, you will leave ae no alternative but to auske tlA.. record isysclf. I am 
not looxcing tor deoating points, i do not seek a lojigthy record of disiionestly by of^icsial— 
doa id tfie expectation that it sigJit inpross a judgo. 1 setik public inforaation undi^ the 
law with a rAnisua of uniiecesisary iapediBynts placed ia ny path, a aiininuEi of trouble to 
the govsi'nzatnt, and no unnecessary resort to the courts. 

- ihereiore, I ask ttot you rewrite your letter aiid siake it an toneat reflection of lay 
requests for tlAs so— calisu noaorandusa of transfer and your respoiioca, written axiA verbal 
(you nay reacaiber discusoiii . tJAs wita ae in Jur.go halleck's court, as I'-r. •'ohnoon also 
did after tne aecrot oervico, tto agi-ncy of paramount iJitexeat, i-sleasea it to ae), '< of 
the rsquQ3i,3 and all tto responses shoulu bo set forth. I realise this outs you in the 
position of roprsaitiutj yourself as not responding, responding with a uunbsr of varjAng 
reasoruj as tto expediencies of tne saoiaent seeiaecl to motivate, even iaconaiatent chanoss 
in .IH3 allsged reasons* But txist is the record you made and 1 can t pojtsit any diatonest 
single letter to wipe all ot that out. dor should *'r. Vawter anu ^*-r. “olaisoii be deniad this 
infonaation, not shoula it become- aecessary, a federal judge. 


1 s/ouiu ask- you i-x tnat uaw letter to set forth tto nuEiber of dificraxit copies of tiAs 
memo Oi transfer in question, alien it came into the possession of tiio archivss in each case 
and hoM anu for wtot pui-poses, the uses already esaue and persittea to be mauo of it by the 
govo.’mjiint ^or a number at fedor^ court a-uAsions sake this alone quite r>,;lev£int) with 
tiio names of all tnosc who nava been granted accoiu; to it anu who are not goveinEaunt em^oyee 
but in actuality ars literary competitors of Dine, togs.-ttor with a copy of tiio coveiAng 
letter uitn wiaAi tlvi -yecrot oorvico copy was given to you t’or delivery to me, I tirAnk 
under tn»/ circuHotaiioos ana with tto precedent you have already establishoa by giving me 
suah TOVoring letters, you aisoulu also proviaw ne with a copy, i’ogethor with this, I bdieve 
tn.. Oiiicc 01 (xenoral counsel shouic.! provide legal authority for a released receipt for tto 
tr<insfor oi (joveiimtsit property to be dasatfied as a personal lujdical z’oeord. iUid I do 
oelieve there stoulu bo attached if not coiAes, then appropriate dju. conpl;.te excerpts from 



coiitrol..ia£i dticisioau whicii say oiice i^iv use i^j lisiuo of roucrsiH tiiat; otn«r.;ise 

be exos.pt ujido.- the* x&w the exeaptiosia have bcea waived by tiie- sove^-mtut cii& such records 
cannot be «it/ihsld froui na« 

ioiu’ latter refers to the "desira" o$ i.r. Burke harshall. Congrest: has :;;ade tliat 
irr<ilevant, aa has .ijoysi^ent use, nut since you invoke thia alleged personal deoira, 
which in. ray view cannot properly control access to public ini’orDatiQn or govijiiEKriit records, 

1 tirriiik you airoula ajike full aau. cocpleto rafereuce to v,hat -r. ruirsimll iins written, lie 
was writtoii letters ox’ which you have copies saying ha leaves all such tbiags up to you. 
iileo, tMs laesro of t 'ansfer is spiacificaliy excluded froc tiis cbh-fusiily couti-act, wdiich 
was iftatered into core than a year after tlie first copy of tiw aeao of ti'ensfc-r was placed 
in the iirciiivea.kurthenaore, it is irot a whiu by i;r. Marshall but u fact trmt the secret 
hervica copy of this a<^”wa: ./placed ixi the iircliivus under t;ds cositract, the deuo.tivo 
import pf your seconu purugrfi^hit was givsn Jo you to bo givcai to uc, pursuant to a coiii’er- 
anoe i liad with, tlua proper ex-cutiveo of tlic ^cret Service, aiid your -^-r, *'.arioii uohasoa 
por3orifi.lly corh'iraed to eg that you iiad intercepted it viit}i tile iiitiiiit of finisitratinei ay 
ac;ess to it, now I think a full record requires incluision. of iili these things and the 
autiiority for tecEi, including; your own x*egulations tiiat sake acceujs to public inl'oisiatioa 
subject to your wliin or triat of any other, subj..-ot to the detsirec of those not aiyE*nts oi' 
the governtacut, and on any id.nd of selective basis, ^ou tevc already peimtted a Jiusber of 
people to write in the public press about this record, yet you prosuiae to ho^ro legal 
saiiction for pr*;veaeting no to write about it wisat 1 want to vixite, not wiiat you went 
to be written, I'he record siiould inoludo its Use in an official govemEcrit r, port timt was 
then introiiucGd into evidenoo in a court . rccoedin/;, 

You si-ould further correct your aocond pfiragr.ah, -dich states ffUscly that you fiiive 
not peiQitted "publio inspectloa”, at least fiva and I tiitaa n«re aouburs of tiiu general 
public have be-nn pcied. tueu this "inspection'’, here I tlxLiik botii ^-r, Vawtor uiic. i are entitled 
Vo a dvation of tno autiiority tiiat peitoita you to psiiait <*r. i^arshali to control the 
Jecret i-ervioe copy of tMs nssao of transfarsES under aay coiiuitions and expi’esuly' -after 
sono have been grant au access, 

I tiink also t;iai we ax'-i both ontitiod to the- legal autiiority for your ttira para- 
graph, widch vasts in iir. idirshall too ex posts facto right to censor ©ovarntiont rocordo, 
to isaposs any rastrietiona upon tiioa, and to in any way restrict, circuaviiat or frustrate 
vile decision of tii*.- anoao-/ of paraiaouat intei'ost, tlic signatory agency, wiiich infoi’Eisd n® 
ofi’icially that it wan faaklng thia n^ao of transfer available to tie. I r^Eiind you tint it 
ia not a record of the barren Connis-.ion ana die not exiat at the tine the Coi!isid.3sion*s 
lifa ciiided. I repeat thav it 'was specifically sxeapt fron the contract, 

itretty nucli tho siuae is true of -;he Secrot barvico record of tiie ruin of fils, duined 
fila is not and cannot be a nedical or a poraoiial I’scord, it was aiid never stopped being 
gove^oiacat property, sy rig>;t to it Inits been eotabli.hed by uae, by n-dcLii... it avrilabla to 
another whn has publishea abo'ut it, quoting it, anu tim attomey d-caorsiX’ o own interpro— 
tation of tn« law coul- not be uor® explicit in saying ti^t whai the goverauuut nay find 
Kibarrassiig asy not for tha. restsoa be witiilield. 


dincei’eiy. 


harold feisborg 



